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Witness Daniel (USPS-T-29)

DMA/USPS-T29-1. Please refer to page 19, lines 27 thrcugh 29,
and page 20, lines 1 through 26, of your direct testimony.

a.

Please confirm that the prebarcoding cost avoidance of
four cents for parcels is the cost difference between
keying a nonbarcoded parcel {(including the ribbon and
label costs) on a PSM retrofitted with a Package
Barcode System (PBCS) and scanning a prebarcoded parcel
on a PSM retrofitted with a PBCS.

What are the machinability requirements for a PSM
retrofitted with a PBCS?

At what types of facilities (e.g., BMCs, SCFs) are
parcels sorted on PSMs retrofitted with PBCSs?

At what types of facilities are Standard (A) parcels
sorted?

Are machinable Standard ({(A) parcels sorted on PSMs
retrofitted with PBCSs?

If your answer to sub-part e. is "no," please describe
(1) how Standard (A) parcels are sorted and (ii) why
they are not sorted on PSMs retrofitted with PBCSs.

Please explain fully whether extending the prebarcoding
discount to Standard (A) parcels would result in a

rate structure that more accurately reflects costs of
service as contemplated in 39 U.S.C. § 3622(b}.
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